to recognize the region of Volynia, the middle Dnepr and the regions southward from Kiev as the primitive Slavonian habitat. According to them the Slavs should have lived there already in the third millennium B.C. and then began spreading in the west, northeast and south.
2 Nevertheless, the period before 500 A. D. has to be still treated as a prehistory of the Slavonian peoples. 3 The Slavonian raids and settlements in the Balkan provinces of the Byzantine Empire coincided with the blossom of the Syriac literature. At that time a bulk of, both native and translated from Greek and other languages, Syriac works came into being. So if some mention about the Syriac speaking Christians appears in one of the first monuments of the Slavic literature, the question arises whether the medieval Syrians had also some knowledge of the Slavonian tribes. This is the main purpose of this paper. At first, we will try to trace the works of three Syriac historians (John of Asia, Michael the Great and Bar Hebraeus), and then the Syriac apocrypha, aiming at finding some information about the Slavs.
Historical works
The first veritable accounts about the Slavs we possess come from the works of the Byzantine chroniclers: Procopius (ca. 500-562) and Jordanes (6ᵗʰ century), who wrote about two Slavonian tribes, as well as the Antes and Sclavenes that were ravaging the Balkan Peninsula in the 6ᵗʰ century. Nevertheless, they also give some data about their homelands. For instance, in his Gethica (V, 35) Jordanes relates, "The abode of the Sclaveni extends from the city Noviodunum and the lake called Mursianus to the Danaster, and northward as far as the Vistula. They have swamps and forests for their cities. The Antes, who are the bravest of these peoples dwelling in the curve of the sea of Pontus, spread from the Danaster to the Danaper, rivers that are many days' journey apart" 4 Although the Byzantine authors are the main source of our knowledge about the early Slavs we should not forget that we owe some data only to Syriac writers (even from the 6ᵗʰ century).
John of Asia
The first Syriac historian writing about the Slavs, namely about the tribe of the Sclavenes, was John of Asia (d. 589). Although he was born in the Mesopotamian Amid, he spent a great part of his life in Constantinople. Jacob Burde'ana ordained him bishop of Ephesus but John, because of the strong anti-Monophysitist opposition during the reign of Justinianius, could never take over the bishopric throne of this city. He lived in imperial Constantinople where he was one of the leaders of the anti-Chalcedonian party.
The main literary work of John is The Ecclesiastical History 5 divided into three parts. Unfortunately, the first two parts were lost. In the third one, however, he as the first Syriac writer, informs about the invasion of the Slavonian hordes on the Balkan parts of the Empire. John mentions the Slaves in following excerpts of his work, 1) in Book III (chapter 25) he writes that after the death of Justin II (i.e. after 578) the barbarians "pressed upon him [id est the Empire] with still greater violence, especially the accursed tribes of the Slavonians (Sclavenes), and those who, from their long hair, are called Avars." 2) in Book V (chapter 19) John writes about the wars with the Avars conducted by Emperor Maurice (582-602). The Slavonians were only mentioned there.
3) Book VI (chapter 25) contains a detailed description of the Slavonian raid into Greece, Thessalia and Thracia, "That same year, being the third after the death of king Justin, was famous also for the invasion of an accursed people, called Slavonians, who overran the whole of Greece, and the country of the Thessalonians, and all Thrace, and captured the cities, and took numerous forts, and devastated and burnt, and reduced the people to slavery, and made themselves masters of the whole country, and settled in it by main force, and dwelt in it as though it had been their own without fear. And four years have now elapsed, and still, because the king is engaged in the war with the Persians, and has sent all his forces to the East, they live at their ease in the land, and dwell in it, and spread themselves far and wide as far as God permits them, and ravage and burn and take captive. And to such an extent do they carry their ravages that they have even ridden up to the outer wall of the city, and driven away all the king's herds of horses, many thousands in number, and whatever else they could find. And even to this day, being the year 895 (A. D. 584), they still encamp and dwell there, and live in peace in the Roman territories, free from anxiety and fear, and lead captive and slay and burn: and they have grown rich in gold and silver, and herds of horses, and arms, and have learnt to fight better than the Romans, though at first they were but rude savages, who did not venture to show themselves outside the woods and the coverts of the trees; and as for arms, they did not even know what they were, with the exception of two or three javelins or darts." 
Michael the Syrian
Michael the Syrian (Michael the Great or the Elder) was one of the most important writers of the late Classical period of the Syriac literature. He lived in the years 1126-1199 and from 1166 he was a patriarch of Syrian Orthodox Church. As a leader of West Syrian Christians he endeavored to come into contact with both Byzantine and Latin Churches. His position should be high even apart from his confessional community. In 1179 he was even invited to take part in the Lateran Council. Among his dogmatic, biographic, polemic and liturgical works the special place takes Universal Chronicle, presenting history of the world from creation up to the year 1194/1195. In his chronicle Michael used many sources including those of non-Christian origin and it is worth stressing that he did not only cite them but also tried to examine their reliability, which made his chronicle very valuable as a historical work.
This paper is based on the Gregorios Bar Ebraya, born in 1226, is considered to be one of the last eminent figures of the Syriac classical literature. At the age of twenty he was ordained bishop and twenty years later he was elected a maphrian. He died in 1286. Bar Hebraeus was a famous historian, theologian and linguist. He wrote a chronicle of the world, divided into eleven dynasties. This work was very popular in respect of a large number of historical data it contained. Bar Hebraeus based his chronicle on the earlier Greek, Syriac and Arabic historians.
Bar Hebraeus' chronicle was published several times. We use the edition of Paul Bedjan (1898) 16 and the English translation of E. A. Wallis Budge (1932) .
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This great Syriac scholar wrote about the Slaves in the following excerpts: Dynasty VIII: "And after these things the armies of the HUNS and the ASKLABE came and encamped about the royal city, and they broke down the outer walls, and plundered and burnt all the colonnades; and they seized everything which they found and departed. And they came again, a second and a third time, and then the RHOMAYE gained the mastery and destroyed 13 Dynasty IX: "At this time when the army of the RHOMAYE was marching to PERSIA with MAURICIUS CAESAR, the barbarian peoples of ABHARIS and ASKLABHONE and LONGOBARDY, who were subject to the KHAKAN, laid waste the countries of the RHOMAYE."
19 "And in the fourth year of his reign there broke forth and went out from the EAST a hateful people from ABARIS whose hair was plaited, and from the WEST also came the SLAVS and the LONGOBARDS. And they came under the subjugation of the KHAKAN, king of the KAZARAYE, and they captured two cities from the RHOMAYE and many of [their] fortresses. And if it had not been for the great ditch which the king had made outside ADRIANOPLE, they would have set their faces towards CONSTANTINOPLE. Then the RHOMAYE killed the people of ANTIO (ANTU), and they fell upon ASKLABHUNYA and captured it and looted it. When the ASKLABHONE heard this they made a great war (i.e. raid) in the country of the RHOMAYE and came back." 20 Dynasty X: "Then JUSTINIANUS waxing proud, transgressed [his] oaths, and he broke the peace before it was fulfilled, and he sent and made captives the ARABS who were in CYPRUS. Because of this MAHAMMAD, the Amir of the island of KARDU, went to CAPPADOCIA, and the RHOMAYE and the ASKLABE (SLAVS) attacked him in battle, and the RHOMAYE were defeated near CESARAEA. And the ASKLABE (SLAVS) made friends with the ARABS, and about seven thousand of them went out with them to SYRIA. And they settled them in ANTIOCH and in KUROS, and gave them women and provisions (rations?)." 21 "This TIBERIUS subjugated again the SLAVS who had rebelled against the RHOMAYE." 22 "And after him his brother CONSTANTlNUS reigned four years. And at the beginning of his kingdom SIMIAN, the chief of the BULGARIANS and SCLAVS, came against CONSTANTINOPLE, and he destroyed many villages. And he afflicted the city also, and he made against it a great ditch [which reached] from BELAKERNE to the gate which is called 'Golden.' And the king of the RHOMAYE sent [a dispatch] to him, saying, 'Since we are all Christians, and the children of one baptism, why do such dissentions as these exist between us?' And as SIMION refused to be propitiated (or, reconciled), king CONSTANTINUS collected the Arab prisoners who were in CONSTANTINOPLE, and he promised them that if they would help the RHOMAYE to victory [over] the BULGARIANS he would set them free. And having sworn to the king oaths [that they would do so], weapons of war were given to them. And the RHOMAYE went forth with the ARABS with one purpose, and they defeated the SCLAVS, and killed many of them, and the rest fled. The king (CONSTANTINUS), however, went back on his promise, and he took away from the ARABS their weapons, and threw iron fetters on them again, and scattered them throughout his provinces, for he was afraid lest they should set up a chief for themselves. The history of the blessed MAR MICHAEL, which dealeth with the war of the RHOMAYE with the ARABS, [testifieth] to this, and he introduceth it in the Arabic manuscripts [which describe] the war with the SCLAVS, and it is correct. For during the war with the ARABS the RHOMAYE would never have believed it [safe] to release the Arab prisoners from their bonds, and to put weapons of war into their hands." 23 "After MUTHAKI, MUSTAKFI, the son of MUKTAFI, [ruled] one year and four months. And during the year in which he reigned, various peoples, the ALANAYE, and the ASLABHAYE (SCLAVS), and the LAGZAYE, went forth and came to ADHORBIJAN, and they captured the city, the name of which was BARDA'AH, and they killed therein about twenty thousand men and departed." , an army of the RHOMAYE went forth from ANTIOCH and encamped against ALEPPO. And the small group of ARABS which was in ALEPPO engaged the RHOMAYE and defeated them, and they killed many of them; and the ARABS took from the RHOMAYE many horses and weapons of war. For the kings who were before ROMANUS, since they were relieved from the persecution of the believers (i.e. Muslims), were prosperous everywhere. But this king began to persecute [the Christians], and he cast forth into exile the holy Patriarch MAR ABDUN and the bishop, and he reversed the ancient use and wont; and the Lord likewise began to break the deceitful RHOMAYE before their enemies. And in that year, when ROMANUS the king heard that the RHOMAYE were broken at ALEPPO, he collected a mighty army, more than one hundred thousand men, and came to ANTIOCH; and from there he set out to come to ALEPPO. And since two nobles of the ASKLABE (SCLAVS) and the army that was with them were [marching] a little in advance of the army of the RHOMAYE, they encountered about one hundred MA'DAYE horsemen and a thousand foot soldiers, and the SCLAVS were broken, and turned their faces [in flight]. And they made a report to the RHOMAYE, saying, 'Behold, innumerable soldiers, EGYPTIANS and MA'DAYE, are coming.' And fear fell upon the RHOMAYE, and with the greatest difficulty ROMANUS the king and his troops, one by one, each on his horse, fled to ANTIOCH without fighting and without [striking] a blow. And the ARABS overtook them, and they captured from the RHOMAYE seventy camels with their loads of zuze and dinars, and vessels of gold and silver, and bales of rich stuffs, and such a large number of mules that a Tarka mule was sold in ALEPPO for two dinars. It is said that ROMANUS himself was not able to save one tent or a cup from which he could drink water." 25 "And in this year a great army of SCLAVS, that is to say RUSSIANS, came against the royal city by sea and by 1and. And God helped the RHOMAYE, and they set fire to their ships and burned them on the sea, and the greater number of them were burned and sunk. And similarly they made prisoners of many of those who had come by land, and they cut off their right hands; and the RHOMAYE obtained a great victory." 26 "And at this time TUSHI, the eldest son of CHINGIZ KHAN, died. And he left seven grown-up sons who were: TAMSHAL, HARDU, BATU, SIBARAN, TANGUTH, BARAKAH, and BARKAJAR. And from among these the Khan selected BATU, and to him he handed over the northern countries of the SLAVS, and the GERMANS, and the RUSSIANS, and the BULGARIANS. And his seat was on the great river which is called ITIL (i.e. the VOLGA). And BATU, whilst going on the northern road from the country of the IBERIANS to the countries of the BULGARIANS and SCYTHIANS, destroyed their populations by the edge of the sword, and blotted out their kingdoms. And because the command of the Khan had gone forth in this wise: [The troops] shall cut off the right ear of every BULGARIAN and RUSSIAN who is killed, when they counted the ears, two hundred and seventy thousand ears were found with the TATARS." 27 employed by these Syriac authors when they were composing their works. The bulk of them is of Byzantine provenience.
Remarks on the Syriac historians' views of the Slavs
For the Greek writers of the 6ᵗʰ century the Slavs were a totally new group of barbarian tribes. They had no name to call them and at first they used the term Σκλαβηνοι being probably an appellation of one of the Slavonian tribes that together with the Avars devastated the west provinces of the Byzantine Empire. That is why John of Asia named them Asqlāwīnē or Asqūlīnē (beta in Byzantine Greek was pronounced as v). Nevertheless, as early as in the 6ᵗʰ century the new shorter name (Σκλαβοι) for the Slavonian newcomers was employed. It originated in Constantinople and was used for the first time by John Malalas (d. 578), a Syrian chronicler who lived in the capital city. This form became a common name for all Slavonian peoples very early and owing to Martin of Braga (d. 580), who returning from the Holy Land travelled through Constantinople, as the Sclavi came to the Latin Europe.
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In the texts of the Syriac historians the older name of the Slavs appears only if it refers to the events of the sixth century. Describing the later ages they used only the form derived from Σκλαβοι. However, there is one exception to this rule. Namely, when Michael and Bar Hebraeus were writing about the siege of Constantinople by the Huns and Slavs, they both employed the name Asqlābē though that attack took place in the year 559, therefore, it was even earlier than the events described by John of Asia. The explanation of this inconsequence seems to be very simple. The main source of information about the siege of the Imperial City by the Huns and Slavs was the chronicle of John Malalas' who, as we have already mentioned, used the short term. In the eighteenth book of his work he wrote (chapter 129): "In the month of March of the 7ᵗʰ indiction the Huns and the Slavs [Σκλαβοι, S.B.] made an attack on Thrace. They killed many in battle and took some captives, including the magister militium Sergius, the son of Bacchus, and Edermas, major domo of Kalopodios, making them prisoners. They found parts of the wall of Constantinople had collapsed and, entering there, they raided as far as St Stratonikos. Everyone fled with their possessions into the city. On being informed of this, the emperor conscripted many and sent them to the Long Wall. They engaged the enemy there and many Romans, especially scholarii, were killed. Then the emperor ordered that the silver kibouria and silver altar tables that were outside the city be removed while the scholae, the protectores, the numeri and the whole senate guarded all the gates of the Theodosian Wall. When the emperor saw that the barbarians were staying put, he ordered the patrician Belisarios to march out against them with some other members of the senate, Belisarios took every horse, including those of the emperor, of the hippodrome, of religious establishments and from every ordinary man who had a horse. He armed his, troops arms led them out to the village of Chiton. Be shade an entrenched camp and began to capture same of the enemy and kill them. Next he ordered trees to be cut and dragged behind the army. The wind blew up a cloud of dust, which drifted over the barbarians, They, thinking that an enormous force was there, fled and went to the district of St Stratonikos at Dekaton. When they learned from scouts that a great garrison force was at the walls of Constantinople, they went to the region of Tzouroulon, Arkadioupolis and St Alexander of Zoupara and remained encamped there until holy Easter. After the feast of Easter, the emperor went out to Selymbria and everyone from the city went with him to rebuild the Long Wall where the barbarians had entered. The emperor remained there until August. Likewise the barbarians wandered about outside the city until August. Then the emperor ordered double-proved ships to be built to go to the Danube and oppose the barbarians as they crossed and make war on them, When the barbarians discovered this, they asked through an envoy to he allowed crossing the Danube safely. The emperor sent Justin, his nephew, the curopalates, to conduct them." 31 Syriac historians' general perception of the Slavs The texts cited above, though being excerpts from only three Syriac historic works, can throw light on a general perception of the Slavs among the Syriac speaking Christians. From the information that these chronicles contain we can draw the conclusion that the Slavonian peoples were for them nothing more than another barbarian group invading the Roman Empire. The Slavs in the Syriac sources are mentioned almost everywhere in the context of war, invasion, plundering and things like that. That view was common also in the other Syriac chronicle, e.g., in Liber Chalipharum, compilation of various Syriac historical accounts, which was preserved in the eighth century manuscript, the Slavs were mentioned only once but as the invaders on Crete, "In the year 934 (A. D. 623) the Slavs invaded Crete and other isles. They enslaved there pious men from Qenneshrin and killed twenty of them."
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The picture of the Slav as a northern pagan barbarians whose incursions into the Empire and the sacrileges filled the Christians with fear, dominated the minds of the Syriac language users for centuries.
It is striking and worth stressing that the Christian writers of Syria and Mesopotamia never wrote about conversions of the Slavonian peoples into Christianity. Even such ecclesiastical authorities and theologians as Michael the Great and Bar Hebraeus, who lived several centuries after the death of Constantine -Cyril and Methodius, the Apostles to the Slavs, seem to ignore their evangelisation work and omitted it totally in their chronicles.
Apocrypha
In the tenth chapter of the biblical book of Genesis the division of the land among Noah's sons was presented. For many years this description was treated as the basis of the Jewish and Christian ethnographic and linguistic typologies. One of the remnants of such a tradition is the terminology, used until now in area of linguistics (e.g., the Semitic, Chamitic and Cushite languages).
Genealogies
In the ancient genealogies, of course, the Slavonian peoples were not mentioned. The nations living in Central and Eastern Europe and known to the Roman and Greek Christian and Jewish authors as the Scythians and the Sarmatians were usually considered to be the descendants of Japheth. Such view was supported, e.g., by Josephus Flavius.
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The Judeo-Christian division of the land among Noah's sons was taken over by the Syriac authors. Like others they omitted the question of the Slavonian genealogy for a long time. In Ephrem's Commentary to Genesis only fifteen Japheth's tribes were mentioned, which supports totally the biblical text. However, in Cave of Treasures (6ᵗʰ century) the number of peoples descending from Japheth arises up to thirty-seven and among them appears an intriguing one called "Asqolaye."
34 It is difficult to say whether the Slaves were hidden under this name. There is some formal similarity with the term Sclavi or Sklaboi (Σκλαβοι) as they were mentioned in the Greek and Latin sources. We must also take into consideration the possibility of corruption of the original name by copyists. Moreover, according to the author of Cave of Treasures, Asqolaye lived in the proximity of the Gelons, Avars and Atroqaye (Turcs?). The Avars' domination over the Slaves is very well documented and we know that the Slavonian tribes supported them in their raids into the Byzantine Empire. 35 The Gelons were mentioned in Herodot's History (IV, 108-109). They lived in the area of present-day Ukraine, in the probable cradle of the Slavonian race. In the 6ᵗʰ century the Turkic peoples were also present in Eastern Europe, 33 In his Antiquitates (I, VI: I) the Scythians are called Magog's sons. 34 which could support the presupposition that the term 'Asqolaye' is a corrupted form of Sklaboi/Sclavi. Nevertheless, among the Syriac writers it was Michael the Great that transmitted the first reliable information about the Japheth's origin of the Slaves as he wrote in his chronicle, "Ils eurent les pays suivants : la contrée des Alains et des Turcs, et, à l'orient ; la Médie, l'Arménie, la Cappadoce, la Galatie, l'Asie, la Moesie, la Thrace, l'Hellade et les pays qui sont au nord et à l'ouest de ceux-ci : la contrée des Grecs, des Romains, des Sarmates, des Slaves, des Kourgahe; à l'occident : le pays des Gaulois, l'Espagne et tous les autres qui se trouvent sur les confins de l'occident jusqu'à Gadira." 36 A hundred years later this view was shared also by Bar Hebraeus, "And to the sons of JAPHET [came the inheritance], the whole of the north from east to west, the country of the ALANAYE, the TURKS, MEDIA, ARMENIA, CAPPADOCIA, GALATIA, ASIA, MYSIA, TARKI (THRACE?), ILADHA (HELLAS), the land of the GREEKS (IONIANS), the RHOMAYE (BYZAN-TINES), the SARMATIANS, the ASKLABHE (SCLAVS), the BULGARS, the GALLAYE, the SPANIARDS as far as GADIRA."
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Summing up these data, we can come into conclusion that according to the Syriac authors the Slavs descended from Japhetic branch of peoples. Their abodes were located in the northeastern parts of the ancient oikoumene in the neighborhood of the Iranian Sarmatians and Turkic Bulgarians.
The Slavs and the Syriac Acts of the Apostle Andrew attributed to St Ephrem Among the numerous versions of the Acts of the Apostle Andrew there exists a long Syriac metrical work containing the story of his travel to the land of human flesh eating dog-men. It was preserved in four manuscripts (the oldest of them, Vat. Syr. 117, fol. 535-537, dates back to the 12ᵗʰ century). 38 The authorship of the work was attributed to St Ephrem.
The content of the Syriac Acts of Andrew reflects a common structure of the apocryphal works presenting the deeds of the Apostles. There is a motif of journey, cruel heathens, miracles, preaching and conversion. Nevertheless, the most interesting information that was mentioned in this poem is the name of the king of the dog-men. The dog-men (or dog headed men) were mentioned in numerous ancient sources. Ctesias writes that they lived in India. Herodotus (IV, 105) maintains that the Neurs, located in the area of present-day Ukraine, transformed into wolves once a year. Moreover, in the North they had the Cannibals as neighbors (IV, 100). In his History of Alexander the Great Pseudo-Callisthenes writes that the dog-men lived northward from the Caucasus mountains, beyond the abodes of the Hunns 42 Similarly, in the seventh century the Syriac Apocalypse of Pseudo-Methodius, Cannibals (āklay bnaynāšē), who are called Dog of Man (kalb barnāšā) are listed among 22 kingdoms enclosed beyond the northern Gate, built by Alexander the Great.
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The dog-men, then, were not the invention of the author of the Acts of Andrew. He could have based on the long tradition concerning those monstrous beings. Nevertheless, did he mean the Slavs when he wrote about them in his work?
The Slavonian Antes lived in the region northward from the Black Sea. That was the opinion of Jordanes, "The Antes, who are the bravest of these peoples dwelling in the curve of the sea of Pontus, spread from the Danaster to the Danaper, rivers that are many days' journey apart." 44 The Acts fail to provide a statement of the geographical localization of the dog-men's land (ar‛ā dkalbē). It was only mentioned that Andrew should make his travel by ship. According to the Syriac History of Mar Mathew and Mar Andrew (the 10ᵗʰ century), being a translation from Greek, the "City of Dogs" 39 "The heralds ran immediately to the king Boz and said to him." 40 was ‛Īrqā. 45 The later term can be identified as Hyrcania, a land located at the southern shores of the Caspian Sea. Nevertheless, according to the oldest Christian tradition, the regions where the Apostle preached the Gospel were Greece, Pontus and Scythia, 46 which embraced all lands northward from the Black See. Moreover, Nestor's Russian Primary Chronicle (the 12ᵗʰ century) informs that Andrew came even to Russia, set up a cross on the hill at the Dnepr river in the site of today's Kiev and reached as far as Novogrod. 47 This tradition was older than the 12ᵗʰ century. 48 As it has already been mentioned according to the Syriac History of Mar Mathew and Mar Andrew they preached in Hyrkania (Syr. ‛Īrqā). The name of this country, though of Greek provenience, was derived from the old-Iranian stem 'varka' (or 'vehrka'), meaning wolf. 49 It can explain why the author of this work located the land of dogs there. Moreover, in the medieval Menologium of Basil II ( written about the year 1000 ) the land of St Andrew's mission is Bactria, the homeland of his Cynocephalic assistant. 50 Thus the tradition of the eastern localization of Andrew's preaching is also attested.
The idea of dog-men itself seems to be connected with the primitive beliefs that man can transform into an animal. 51 The ritual transformation of a young warrior into a wolf was widespread among the Indo-European and Turkic peoples. The latter considered themselves as descendants of the she-wolf. The phenomenon of lycanthropy was attested also among the Slavs. As early as in the sixth century Pseudo-Caesarius wrote about the Sclavenes that "call each other with the howl of wolves." 52 The repercussion of these beliefs can be traced in the Slavonian lore, e.g., the werewolves. 53 Thus calling the Slavs dog-men was not impossible for the Syriac authors.
Summing up, the name of king Buz, mentioned in the Acts of Andrew, could be derived from Jordanes' Getica. The author of the work probably used the popular traditions concerning this apostle and mixed them with his knowledge about the barbarian peoples of the North. It is possible that he knew some early form of the tradition of Andrew's sojourn in Russia. Therefore, he could have connected it with the information about the Antes' king Boz and the lycanthropic customs of the Slavs.
